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Department. According to NOSENKO, the prepared

report was never typed as a forrmal document,

The view has been set forth that NOSENKO took undue risk in

carrying written notes with him out of the Soviet Union, An examination
of this material suggests (hat NOSENKO was using extreme care in
collecting material and was not attempting to obtain documents, the
possession of which might be i;xcriminating or which if he had brought
out would. have be;n immediately missed., Instead, he collected a con-
siderable amount of valuable information which he could bring out with
little or no fear that a search of his effects in the KGB aiter his depart-
ure for Geneva would disclose that certain material was missing. None
of the material was registered and all could have previously been des-
troyed by NOSENKO.
The previous summary stated that NOSENKO brought three KGB
doeuments to Geneva. These were t;p;:d papers but none was registeregi_ ) Y
or actually accountable. The reference to threé documents was to;
* {a) The draft report for the briefing of the Collegium
which has been mentioned previously. : L
i . {b} A typed two-page report on several cases. Actually .
a Chief of Section had typed his notes on cases instead of

- submitting in handwriting as the others did,
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{c} A second copy of a summary on a XCB agent.

NOSENKO stated that there were two copies in the file

P

_kept by the Ch-2f which he reviewed and that nhe kept one.

g

Of interest is the {act that the copy was not a registered

document 2nd did not contain the usual information as to

v

number of copies typed,
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’ G, NOSENKO =ns no valid claim to certainty that the KGB . I

recruited no American Embassy nersonnel between 1953 and his

»

defecticn in 1964, [Previous conclusion)

The conclusion in this summary is that NOSENKOQO is of the

opinion that there were no XGB recruitmenis of United States Embassy

pe:-rsonnel in Moscow beitween 1953 and December 1963 with the exception

of "ANDREY" (Dayle Wailis SMITH) and 'erbe‘;t'HOWAR@ who actually

was employee but did work part of the time in the Embaésy.

The question here is whether or not the expressed opinion of
NOSENKO is sufficiently based on actual knowledge so that this opinion
: can be accepted as absolute evidence that there were no other KGB
recruitments of Embassy personnel during this period of time. -The
only logical conclusion is that the opinion of NOSENKO cannot b;a
accepted as absolute fact and, therefore, -there is a possibility that™
a recruitment co:xld have occurred and NOSENKO not be aware iﬁ any
way of the recruitment, This should in no way be interpreted as a
suggestion that NOSENKQO could be lying, but rather that an unbiased

observer without personal knowledge could and should be hesitant to

accept the expressed opinion of NOSENKO jin this particular area.

- “The actual basis for the stated opinién of NOSENKQO sho; be |
. , CouEs?

examined and can be cited as follows. . ¢
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{a)} During Marcao 1953 -late May 1955 NOSENKO
was a case oificer in the rirst Section, First D;partment,
SCD, . NOSENKO does not claim that he would kave known
the detaiis concerning any recruitments (other than
YANDREY") in this period, but states if there had been
Le would have heard "something, "

(p) During late May 1955 to December 1959 NOSENKO
was in the Seventh Department, not the f‘i.rst Department,
but continued to have contact with certain oﬁ{cers in the
First Section, First Department. NOSENKO is of the
opinion that if there had been a recruitment in the United
States Embassy during this period he would have heard
"sométhing” even though he would probably have learned |
few details,

{¢) During the January 1960~-December 1?61 period
NOSENKQO was Deputy Chief of the First Section, First
Deparitment, and he has made the categorical statement
that there were no récruitxnents by the KGB of United
States Embassy personnel during this period of time,

He has also stated that if there had been any recruitments
during the 1953 ~1959 period he is sure he would, during
1960-1961, have heard or learned some details of ti{j()1 23S

case or cases, There is merit to this contention by
.. ) 2
OUNDIT st e




NOSENKO 'sincc the Chief of Section was Vladislav
KOVSHUK who had been an officer of the First Depart-
meni since 1953, actually working in the First Section
except for the periods of time that he was in the United
é States to reactivate "ANDREY" in 1957-1958 and a s | é
period of time that he was Deputy Chief of the First
Department. . ' |
{d) During 1962-1963 NOSE.JNKO was again in the
Seventh Department. However, he continueé to maintain
contact with certain officers of the First Section, First
Department: in paxticular, Gennadiy I. GRYAZNOV, ) : ’ AA g

who succeeded NOSENKO as Deputy Chief of the First

Section, taen became Chief of Section, and in the latter

part of 1963 became a Deputy Chie'f of the First Department.
According to NOSENKO his relationship witlt

GRYAZNOV was sufficiently close during 1962-1963 that

he is sure GRYAZNOV would have furnished NOSENKO

some information in regard to any successful recruitments

e T R TR R T TP PR

. of United States Embassy personnel. NOSENKO pointed

. 86 S |
out that be learned of the existence of the [I:-Ierbert HOWA.RD] ) ) {
o case from GRYAZNOV in 1952, although it was not uatil

e . 1963 that NOSENKO heard the name., NOSENKO actually
| 0001239
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learned of the name when ths First Sectlon, First
Departinent, needed the services of the Seventh

. Departmaent (Third Sectionj in obtaining & room in a

certain hotel for the Soviet girl {ziend of[')wang

"In gonaral the above constitutes the basis for the stated opinion

1]8
of NOSENKO that "ANDREY" a.ndE{e:bert HOWARI?]wate the only

sucesssful KGB recrultments during 1953 - December 1963. It should
be noted that there are no other identified KGB recruitments during

this period of time which would specifically refute the oplnion of

NOSENKQO. However, in view of the cited actual basis for the opinion

of NOSENKO, acceptance of the opinlon of NOSENKO asg being an ' !

honest opinlon should not be converted into a statement that {2 is

absolute proof that ancther recruitrnent could not have occurred.

bitsa o s
]

NOSENKO may be Completely correct in his opinion, but since
NOSENKO was ouly in the First Department 1953 - 1955 and 1960 - 1961
bis cpinion that he wovld have heard 'something” about a recrultmment

in 1958 = 1959 or 1962 - 1963 dannot be accepled as infallible.
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SUMMNARIZS O CASZE NOT ZrAs

Pages 99 - 433 of the previous suawnary coniiin siunmivies
on the cases of -;?:}-c\)fg..e‘xca:'.s wko, according to informaiion Jiom
NOSENKO, were oi KGB interes:, were approacied by tue KC3, or
were actually recruited by the KG3, It was stated that these c2ses
did not clearly relate to the speciliec KG3 positions Leld at PaTECLAT

times by NOSENXKO aad thus could not be uselully employed in exininin

bis claimed KGB service. The sourcing of these cases has been expiored

in detail during the current inlerviews wila NCSENKQD, and it is now

: " possible to establish a certain relationsnip betweea these cases and

AR R N

certain claimed posiiions of NOSZNKO

5
N
)
v

e

t is the conclusion of itis sumumary taat any group O‘E‘?}.ases.

as well as all other cases concerning waica NOSENXO kas furnisaed -

information, must be fully considered, nos n‘ecassarily for the importance
or unimportance of the information, but to determine how NOSENXKC
claimed to have learned of che case and whether his statements con=-
cerning each idertified case are supporteé by collateral information.

‘These factors are important in assessing the overall validity of iafor=

U

o . mation from NOSENKO as well as being supporting eviadfid244:s

. jclaimed..positior.xs in the KGB.
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‘are as follows:

* ®
St niamst 1 ae | e Y

additional Lulormailn froem NOSEN
cases. Of even more signilicance

logically sourced his inlorriation

knowledge of all the cases is quite comnpaiidle with his claimed posiilons

. “
-

in the X(GB, In addition, criticism of NCSZINXO for rnot being able fo
source all of his informaiion would be unceasonable since it makes

no allowance for normal lapses of mmemory or failure o recall some-

ccourred,

et
(o]

thing whica was insignllicant atl tae timo i
Without citing in detall any ol the|49[cases, the ways in whick ‘ .
NOSENKO learned of a number of the cases axve cornsidered imporian
since there is a direct relationship to his claimed positions in the KG3
during 1960 - January 1964, speciiically the position oi Deputy Chied,
First Section, First Department, 1960 - 19061; Chief, First Section,
Seventh Department, january - Jul wly 1962; arnd as Deputy Chief, Seventh

Department, July 1962 - January 1964. Certain examples of the adove

6001245
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{(a} NOSENKO leorned o 4 numuver of'tae Sevenih

weil as several 19586 - 1959 cases Irom notes prepared Ly
tue Chivi or Acting Chied ol ihe First Section, Secend

Seciion and Sixth Scction in 1963, These notes were sre-

48
]
My

pared at the request oi NOSEXNKXJS who as a Deguiy Ch
Seventh Department, was responsible for supervision of
these three sections; and ihe reguest was aciually an ex=
pansion of the original rcequest irom BOBKOY, Deputy Chief
of the SCD, for informaiion on recruitments of the Seventn
Department, NOSENKO brought with him in 1904 the ncies
prepared by the Chief or Act;r o Chiel of the Tirst Section,
Second Scction and Sixti: Section and his knowiedge ol many .
of the cases which had occurred prior to 1962, pariicularly
1960 ~ 1961, was limited 1o inz’ormatioﬁ contzined in tne
notes. IFrom these noies, NOSZNKO had prepared nis re-
port to BOBKOV eiiminating those which were nét applicable
to the reques:t,

{b) NOSENKO learned of several 1962 « 1963 cases oi

the First Section, First Deparimen:, from Ger nadiy I.

GRYAZNOV who succeeded NOSEXNKO as Deputy Chieid,

6001246
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rirst Seciion,

iurnished o NOSENHO primarily because ol his {ziend:sily

with GRAYAZNOV and not a5 e resull of mutval operaicas.
iy L& casis or

mowever, NOSIZINKD scerned 0r ceriain u. .

was furaished addidional cetalils

irom the Sevenia DerLruwnoent Lo the TLrst Seciion, Tirss
Departmens, {or &58islance O VICo VET5a.

L4
Cextain of theE‘)}ases sisted were cases ol the Seventh Dejarie

ment prior to 1960 or in 1962 - 1963 when NCSEINKO was in tze Seven

Department, Ceziain of the cases were cases ia waich the Firse Secion,

First Department, was involved prior 10 1960 or (660 - 196i. The

kanowledge of NOSENKO corncerning thase two groups of cases does not

and

ot

eparimen

153
Sie
]
4]
1]
e
19
E;.
[+
h
[y
143
[
et
U

maierially suppoxt his claimed posi
Seventh Departmen:, but does support his claimed assiznment to ithe

Sevenin Department prior to 19560 and in 1962 ~ 1963, and ais ciaimed

assignment to the First Depazitment in 1960 ~ 1981, 08/
Toning these E‘acases

It is difficuit to speciiically conument conces

since they do not {all into one oxr two speciiic categorics. Instead, they

constitute a rather motley group of cases remaining aflier completion of
the detailed sections of the prévious summary. Included are First

Department and Seventh Department cases covering a period ol approxi-

(s

mately five and one-half years. It should be noted, hoUHszg 4);&1: the
4
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expianation of NCSZNXQ concerning uls knowiedze ol uej49jcases .

+8 both plausible and comipatios

irst Deparunent and Seventa Department during 1969 ~ January 1564, . 1

!
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ANNEX C - THI CHIRIPANQOV PAPZIRS
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Pages 309 ~ 316 of tae previous suniaary contain a

oi the Cherepanov Pajers, and now Alcksandsr Nikolayevich CHIRIPANCV

be
passed a package of cocuments 1o an American tourist in Moscow in early

November 1963. The conclusion, however, was that the assertions of

NOSENKO with respect to the CHEREPANOV case were not ma
b

b
13
]
b
3]
[
et
Q

the claim of NOSENKO that e was Deputy Chied, Seventa Deparument,
in late 1963, ’
The definite relationship of the Cherepanov Papers to the bona

fices of NOSENKO cannot be ignored and must be jiven speciiic consic~

>

eration. If CHEREPANQOV was under KG3 control when he passead ihe
papers to the American tourisi, or if the papers conlain "deception
information, "' the bona fides of NOSENKO are subject to x—éry Sericus
question,

NOSENKO had personal knowledge of CHEREPANOV who was,

according to NOSENKO, an oificer in the First Section, First Department,

o™y
S’
CORET A
SECKET 6001250
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KG3, During the above pericd ol time, NOSENKO ciaims W Zave
.been Deputy Chief, Tirst Secilon, diioouga he does not clalm to Zave

Rty

tad & Girect supervisory rTesnoansibiiity over CHEREPANSY eucest

in ihe absence of tae Chief of Sccilon, Viadisiav KOVSEUX., WOSINKO
&lso claims o have pariicipated in the buni for CHIRIPANIY i

December 1963,

[

Consideration has previously been given fo the thieory thal ke
E¥y apers Te passed Americans oy tae XG3 tirouss
Cherepanov Papers weare passcd to aTic > XG3 uIa
CHERZPANOYV to support the bona iides of NOSINII., Tuls tacory
seems to have litile credibility since e papers contain no inlormasion

which would even support tae claim ol NCSENKO that he was in the

Firsi Section, First Depariment, 19860 - 1981, The papers also contaln

no information waich would indicate there was even a Depuiy Czici ol
the First Section during 1958 - 1950.
Statements by NCSZNKO are empiatic thatl CHEREZANOV was

not under XG3 control, that ze passed the papers wiich it iater ceveloped
be bad taken from e First Section prior to his reliremen: because he
was éisgruaniled with his treatrnent by the KGB, and that the action by

CHEREPANOV caused consiernation in the KGB.

There is no coll t»ral evidence which contradicts any of

y - N
T~ - the.statements by NOSENKO about CHEREPANOQV. Fuzrther, tkere is
’ 001251
: . , 2
b o . Q CHFT
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SOLLATIZ AN AlneT L4 0TI OF Suasbihace 0L LLe DoDers waich PEOV.le S

- -l canl e oo S S U “? L Y P e L,
a basis for suspicion as to their autieniicity., In addéition, e lorm

and sudsiance of the papers are in eoning wila the descripiion by

NOSENKO of tue day-io=Cay operation of the First Section, Firs:

Department,
.
. |
el I PRSI PN L v Rk T
Duxing current intorviews, e CHEILIEPANSY casc Lus wean

covered in deiail with NOSENIKO. The Cherepanov Papers, wiick
wezre originally saown to NOSE

also bDeen covered in ceail on &

n

epnrate item-dy-ltem Sasis., Alh ugh
NOSENKOQO does not claim o bave szeciiically seen any pavticular item
prior to 1964, his sitatements in regazd to the varicus candwritings, ‘ o d
types of notes, and draii memoranca leave no Coubt fZat NOSENI(:)
was very famiilar with personuel in the First Secuon, First Depavie
ment, ané with First Deparamnaent procedures, .

Certain additonal research zzs been conductad in regard o the

papers and & detailed analysis will be prepared at & later cate, It

. should be noted that a considerable amount of personal judgment has
been necessary in maxing an as‘ses sment of the Cheresanov Papers
since there are no exemplars with wiich to compare any of the material,
However, based on information developed thus farx, a.::.d itkbere is no
reason to believe additional work will alter the conclusion, there is

P not an adequate basis for an opinion that CHEREPANOV was under KGB
control, that the Cherepanov Papers contain "déceptive mfﬁv‘jﬁfsz"
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or taat the papers were olner than the colicction ol material by a

tne removal of wiich would oniy Love constituied & mninimal visk o
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if there is any injormation which could be considered "decestive oo~
matioa either by direct statement or implication. 7i'wo Dossible areas
©

have been noted and civen full consideration. These arcas ure:

{a) There is no spociiic information

4]
€r
£
#
[

were any recruitments by tze XGB ol American per-

sonnel in the United Siates Tmbassy during 1938 - 1“}60,

nor is these any information sdgaesting the KGB had an
- American source or American agent in the Zmoassy

during that pericd of tune.
(b} Peitr 5. PORIV, a GAU ollicer who bad been
an extremely valuable Cia source from 1953 on, was,
according to the papers, exposed to the X(GB in Januexy
1959 as a resuit of a letter mailing by Geovge Payne
WINTERS, Jr. ;‘iL\';l‘ERS was a CIA employee undex

; = > .

ssigned to the Embassy in

Mbscow. The letter, whkich was to POPOV, was obrained
by the KGB aiter mailing by WINTERS and was a direct
result of KGB surveillance of WINTERS,

6004253
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in regard o (i), w.e papevs are only a rather minate purt ol

the total papers poe™ e ia the First Seclioa during 1958 - 1960,

— Nl we 2. TR T T ey o = e 0 MR PN 23 ee e
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SOUTCE Wn L2 Smuassy during tie

# H : o et e - PO T P . a 2 - o T
1960 period is only a snaliur Lo coasidevaiion, It is not conclunive

2rooi taat a recruliment was not made or that an American source

ers €0 Nob Cuniain & posilive siLicment on

Ia regard to {0}, the quiie speclic information in the papers

that Peir S. POPOV was uncovercd by tie KXGB 28 a resuit oi KGB

surveiliance on George Payne WINTZIRS, Jr., who "ﬂnl;\.d al

POPOV in January 1659, this indormatlion should be considercd as

possibly information of a deceptive nature unless an adequate exzlanation

can be made for its presence in the papers, POPOV was recalled to

Moscow irom East Germany ia November 1958 ostensibly for TDY,

The circumstances under which ke was recalled and collateral infoxr-
mation have given adeqguale grounds for a belief that by November

1958 PCPOV was suspectied by the KGB of cooperating with Western
Intelligence or that the KGB may even kave been sure POPOV had
been cooperating with ﬁnited States Intelligence.

it may be presumed that any lead to the XGB in regard to

a_n\f

254

POPOV or the fact that United States Intelligence, more specx0
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CiA, had a source in tae GRU would have conie irom an a

H

source of the FCD, RG3, not the SCD, It can aiso be presumed that
a source or agent of the FCD i & josivon to furnisa a leud o a
-y Yof

penetzation of the GRU by Western Inteliigence would

protecied even within the KG2. The possibility ol courvse oxists that

v

a lead {rom George BLAKE, an FCD 2
of POPOV to the KG3, but it is not eswablished hat it €id nor is there
any reasorn to believe the FCD couid not or Gid not have another &
or agents who furnished informa:io.n to the XGB pertineat to deveiop-
mént of the case against POPOV.

‘The primary gues:iion, however, as regards the Chexepanov
Papers is whether, even if it is preswmed the KG3 obtained infozmation

uspicion oi POPOV or

w

irom an FCD source or agent waica led to
identiiication of PGPOV, tils wouid be incompatible with information
in the papers and cm.:.lc'. omy lead Lo the conciusion thai the pagers contain
"decepiive iniormation; b

The conclusion in regard 1o the above is that the faci the papers

attribute the exposure of POPOV to the XGB to surveillance on WINTERS

when he mailed the leiter to POPOV in January 1959 is not lacompatible

with the distinct possibility that the XGB had previously obtained infor=

mation from an FCD agent or agents which actually led to suspicion in

regard to POPOV or actual identilication of POPOV.
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I informaiion was received Irom an important ZCD agent
such as George BLAKE or iurouza anoiker vawdaole FCD agent wiick
led to XGB suspicion ol YOOV rioxr to his return to Moscow in
November 1958, it is hig};ly unlizely such inlormation would reccive
wide distribution within the KG3, elllier in the TCDO or th2 SCD, ==
is also possible tne Limited grous within the XC3 who would be aware

at the KGB had received information leading to suspiclon ol PO2POV

irom a valuable.agent would be very interesied in atizibullag the

exposure of POPOV to the foriuitous mailing of the letter to PORPOV

by WINTERS., The possidility skould be considered that prior to the

retrieval by the XGB of the letier o POPOV taere was only a dees

suspicion of POPOV but that the iciter compieiely souidiiied the case.
against POPOV.

v ey

Consideration has been goven to the possibility that CHERIZR ANOV

was under RGB conirol when lLe passed the papers to the Amelican
tourist and that it was done by ihe XGB with the hope of invorving T
in a KGB -control’ed operation witkin the USSR. In that event, the
papers passed by CHEREPANOV would most likely be genuine since

this would bave been the initial siep in what the KGE hoped would become

a successful operation.

The above theory bas been rejected since there are a number

of factors which militate.against it, These factors incinde the fact that
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